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however, for that body to decide in each case whether Chapte
^	VTT
or not there is a conflict of rights between Common-    	"
wealth and States or State and State. Thus it has
ruled1 that no such issue is involved in the question of
the interpretation of Section 92 of the constitution
providing for absolute freedom of trade between the
States, for, if the section applies to the States only, no
conflict arises, nor, even if it applies to the Common-
wealth also, can there be any conflict as to rights inter se.
The matters in which original jurisdiction is federal
are provided for by the constitution. They include
those mentioned above; any questions affecting consuls
or other foreign representatives; claims between resid-
ents of different States, or a State and a resident of
another State. Moreover, Parliament may confer juris-
diction in any matter arising under the constitution,
or as to its interpretation, or under laws of the Parlia-
ment, or as to admiralty jurisdiction, or as regards sub-
ject-matters claimed under the laws of more than one
State, and wide use has been made of this power. It
has also exercised the power to give rights of proceed-
ing against the Commonwealth or the States in con-
tract and tort2 on issues within the judicial power. This
limitation excludes, it may be noted, political issues
proper, but a State may secure a judgement as to its
boundary line as against another State.3 Moreover, the
Parliament has power, which it has exercised, to facili-
tate the serving and execution of process by one court in
one State throughout other parts of the Commonwealth.
(7) The financial clauses were among those which
1	James v. Cowan (1932), 48 T.L.B. 564. Cf. Nelson, Ex parte (No. 2)
(1929), 42 C.L.R. 258, 262.
2	Commonwealth v. New South Wales (1923), 32 CX.B. 200.
3	South Australia v. Victoria (1911), 12 C.L.R. 667.

